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Non-Final Office Action 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-3, 7, 8, 10, 11, 15, 17, 19, 20, 24, 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Tentij et al., U.S. Patent 6,513,129 B1. 

Referring to claims 1,17, and 24: 

a. In column 3, lines 1-8, Tentij et al. disclose performing various activities 
including obtaining management information such as acquiring alarm information 
from managed network elements, performing the required information processing 
activities on the network, and directing the managed elements to take 
appropriate action such as performing a test (An error logging and analysis 
system, comprising: an error detection unit; an error logging device; and an error 
analysis unit). 

b. In column 9, lines 29-31 , Tentij et al. disclose creation of a fault 
management control object that contains attributes that dictate system response 
to an incoming alarm. Basic functionality such as alert generation, logging, 
forwarding is described by the control object (wherein, within a period of time, the 
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error detection unit is adapted to detect a first occurrence of a particular type of 
fault condition). 

c. In column 1 1 , lines 27-30, Tentij et al. disclose that the Create Info. 
Attribute shows the time/date/user ID information for when the control object was 
created (the error detection unit is adapted to determine a first time of the first 
occurrence). 

d. In column 10, lines 9-10, Tentij et al. disclose that the Severity attribute 
defines the severity level associated with a given control (the error detection unit 
is adapted to assign an initial error severity weight to the first occurrence). 

e. In column 1 1 , lines 27-30 and in column 10, lines 9-10 Tentij et al. teach 
the error logging device is adapted to record the first time and the initial error 
severity weight. 

f. In column 14, lines 7-9, Tentij et al. disclose that with thresh-holding the 
number of occurrences of an alarm or alarm clear within a sliding time interval 
are recorded as they are received (the error detection unit is adapted to detect a 
second occurrence of the particular type of fault condition, the error detection unit 
is adapted to determine a second time of the second occurrence, the error 
logging device is adapted to record the second time, the error analysis unit is 
adapted to determine a first interval between the first occurrence and the second 
occurrence). 
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g. In column 14, lines 9-22, Tentij et al. disclose that if the required number 
of alarms are received, optionally for a specified severity level, within the required 
time interval, an alert is generated with the specified severity. Different grades of 
thresholds for a given time interval can be set up. For example, 5 alarms in 10 
minutes generates a minor alarm, 10 alarms in 10 minutes generates a major 
alarm, and 20 alarms in 10 minutes generates a critical alarm (the error analysis 
unit is adapted to generate a first error frequency factor related to the first 
interval, the error analysis unit is adapted to generate a first weighted error rate 
that is a first function of the initial error severity weight and the first error 
frequency factor). 

h. With regards to claim 24, in column 20, lines 10-16, Tentij et al. disclose 
computer instructions. 

Referring to claims 2, 10, 17, and 26, in column 18-21, Tentij et al. disclose that if 
additional alarms are received such that the threshold requirements for a higher severity 
level are satisfied, the severity of the alert is changed to reflect the new specified value. 
Clears will similarly decrement the count and severity level as a previous threshold is 
reached (wherein, within the same period of time, the error analysis unit is adapted to 
compare the first weighted error rate to a first predetermined threshold). 

Referring to claims 3, 1 1 , 20, and 27, in column 18-21 , Tentij et al. disclose that if 
additional alarms are received such that the threshold requirements for a higher severity 
level are satisfied, the severity of the alert is changed to reflect the new specified value. 
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Clears will similarly decrement the count and severity level as a previous threshold is 
reached From this, Tentij et al. teach that wherein, if the first weighted error rate 
exceeds the first predetermined threshold, the error analysis unit is adapted to 
determine that the first weighted error rate is statistically significant because the severity 
is changed making it statistically significant, i.e. more errors are occurring in a given 
period. 

Referring to claim 7, in column 11, lines 27-30 and in column 10, lines 9-10 Tentij 
et al. teach wherein the error logging device is adapted to record the second weighted 
error rate. 

Referring to claim 8: 

a. In Figure 5A, Tentij et al. disclose a processing device and a memory 
device. 

b. In column 9, lines 29-31 , Tentij et al. disclose creation of a fault 
management control object that contains attributes that dictate system response 
to an incoming alarm. Basic functionality such as alert generation, logging, 
forwarding is described by the control object (wherein, the processing device is 
adapted to detect a first occurrence of a particular type of fault condition). 

c. In column 1 1 , lines 27-30, Tentij et al. disclose that the Create Info. Attribute 
shows the time/date/user ID information for when the control object was created 
(the processing device is adapted to determine a first time of the first 
occurrence). 
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d. In column 10, lines 9-10, Tentij et al. disclose that the Severity attribute 
defines the severity level associated with a given control (the processing device 
is adapted to assign an initial error severity weight to the first occurrence). 

e. In column 11, lines 27-30 and in column 10, lines 9-10 Tentij et al. teach the 
memory device is adapted to record the first time and the initial error severity 
weight. 

f. In column 14, lines 7-9, Tentij et al. disclose that with thresh-holding the 
number of occurrences of an alarm or alarm clear within a sliding time interval 
are recorded as they are received (the processing device is adapted to detect a 
second occurrence of the particular type of fault condition, the processing device 
is adapted to determine a second time of the second occurrence, the memory 
device is adapted to record the second time, the processing device is adapted to 
determine a first interval between the first occurrence and the second 
occurrence). 

g. In column 14, lines 9-22, Tentij et al. disclose that if the required number of 
alarms are received, optionally for a specified severity level, within the required 
time interval, an alert is generated with the specified severity. Different grades of 
thresholds for a given time interval can be set up. For example, 5 alarms in 10 
minutes generates a minor alarm, 10 alarms in 10 minutes generates a major 
alarm, and 20 alarms in 10 minutes generates a critical alarm (the processing 
device is adapted to generate a first error frequency factor related to the first 
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interval, the processing device is adapted to generate a first weighted error rate 
that is a first function of the initial error severity weight and the first error 
frequency factor). 

Referring to claim 15, in column 4, lines 5-9, Tentij et al. disclose that the 
processing device is a computer processor. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tentij et 
al., U.S. Patent 6,513,129 B1. 

Referring to claim 16, in column 6, lines 23-27, Tentij et al. disclose that MIB is 
an information base for storing objects and rules. However, Tentij et al. don't explicitly 
disclose a memory device that is a random access memory integrated circuit. The 
Examiner takes Official Notice that in the art of computer systems it is well known to 
have random access memory (RAM). For example, most desktops and laptops are 
equipped with RAM. Also, many other computer systems use RAM because of its quick 
access speed. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the 
invention to include RAM into the system of Tentij et al. A person of ordinary skill in the 
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art would have been motivated to make the modification because RAM is a commonly 
used memory in computer systems, and it is useful because of its quick access time. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 4-6, 9, 12-14, 18, 21-23, 25, and 28-30 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. 

6. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter. 

Referring to claim 4, the prior art does not teach or reasonably suggest that the 
error analysis unit is adapted to generate a second weighted error rate that is a second 
function of the initial error severity weight, the second error frequency factor, and the 
first weighted error rate. 

Referring to claim 9, the prior art does not teach or reasonably suggest that the 
processing device is adapted to generate a second weighted error rate that is a second 
function of the initial error severity weight, the second error frequency factor, and a 
percentage of the first weighted error rate. 

Referring to claims 18 and 25, the prior art does not teach or reasonably suggest 
generating a second weighted error rate that is a second function of the initial error 
severity weight, the second error frequency factor, and a percentage of the first 
weighted error rate. 

Conclusion 
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7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited prior art is related to error severity escalation in error 
management systems. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael C. Maskulinski whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 3649. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Beausoliel can be reached on 571-272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
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